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Effect of Ankle Taping on Dynamic Balance and Perception of Stability  William S. Gear PhD, LAT, ATC*; Megan J. Lundstrom EdD, LAT, ATC‡ *University of Wisconsin- Green Bay, ‡University of Iowa  
Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the actual and perceived effect of taping on dynamic stability. Methods: 21 physically active subjects [12 females (age = 20.33 ± 1.44 years, height = 165 ± 0.05 cm, mass = 68.76 ± 12.69 kg), and 9 males (age = 21.33 ± 1.66 years, height = 180 ± 0.10 cm, mass = 86.54 ± 9.46 kg)] participated in this study. Dynamic stability and perception of stability were assessed barefoot and with the ankle taped. The taped ankle condition used a standard preventive tape application including two anchors, three stirrups, close downs, horseshoes, two heel locks per side and two figures of eight. The Biodex Balance System SD was used to measure medial-lateral and anterior-posterior stability. Dynamic balance was assessed in a single leg stance during three 20-second trials at stability level 4. A 30-second rest period was provided between trials. Perception of stability was assessed using a 4-point Likert scale (1 = very unstable, 2 = unstable, 3 = stable, 4 = very stable) after each test session. Independent variables were counter-balanced to minimize the effects of fatigue associated with the testing procedures. A Repeated measures ANOVA was used to analyze the difference between barefoot and ankle tape for medial-lateral and anterior-posterior dynamic stability indices and perception of stability. All tests of significance were carried out at an alpha level = 0.05. The Bonferroni post hoc test was used for all paired comparisons. Results: Significant differences were not found for medial-lateral stability (Barefoot = 1.24 ± 0.63, Taped = 1.21 ± 0.72) nor anterior-posterior stability (Barefoot = 1.70 ± 1.07, Taped = 1.50 ± 0.89). Significant differences were found for perception of stability (Barefoot = 2.57 ± 0.60, Taped = 3.32 ± 0.67, p = 0.000). Conclusions: The use of ankle taping had no influence on dynamic stability measures in this study. Ankle taping did cause an increased perception of stability suggesting that ankle taping may have more of a placebo effect in uninjured ankles.   
INTRODUCTION Ankle injuries are one of the most common injuries associated with sports participation.1 Epidemiological studies have found an ankle injury rate of 3.85 incidents per 1000 basketball participants, and a recent study examining NCAA injury data found that ankle sprains were the most common injury in 15 sports studied, accounting for 14.9% of all reported injuries.2,3 Athletic trainers  and other sports medicine professionals have used prophylactic ankle taping in an attempt to decrease injuries to the ankle. The exact mechanisms related to the effect prophylactic ankle taping has on preventing ankle injury are not fully understood.  One proposed mechanism is a mechanical effect causing a decrease in the amount of inversion and internal rotation of the rearfoot and plantar flexion at the talocrural joint.4,5 
 The motions of plantarflexion, inversion, and internal rotation combined are the most common injury mechanism for lateral ligament sprains of the ankle.6 In studies that produced dynamic ankle inversion, ankle tape conditions had less ankle inversion when compared to a no tape condition.7-9 Lohrer et al. reported up to a 50% decrease in the amount of active inversion and up to a 63% decrease in active ankle plantar flexion following the application of tape to the  ankle.7 In addition, a study examining differences in passive ankle  ranges  of  motion between barefoot and ankle tape conditions found a 53% decrease in ankle inversion with the tape condition.10  It has also been proposed that tape applied   to      the ankle stimulate the cutaneous mechanoreceptors around the ankle causing  a  proprioceptive  effect  leading   to   increased 1
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stability of the ankle joint.11-13 Jerosch et al. found a decreased mean reproduction error in taped ankles in both injured and noninjured subjects when compared to an untaped condition.13 Other investigators have not found that taping of the ankle improved proprioception.14,15 Further, studies examining the effects of ankle taping during dynamic postural stability and balance testing did not find that taping affected dynamic stability.16-20  An additional aspect of prophylactic ankle support may be that tape provides a placebo effect by causing a perception that additional stability is being provided. In a qualitative analysis, Hunt and Short found that the perception of participants in their study was that ankle taping resulted in a feeling of increased confidence while participating in their activity and that there was decreased anxiety for injury or re-injury when they were taped.21 Previous research examining the role of ankle taping during functional performance testing did not find a significant difference between non-taped and taped conditions.17,19 Participants in the studies conducted by Delahunt et al. and Sawkins et al. reported improved stability and confidence in the performance of functional tests.  Little information is available regarding the effect of commonly used ankle taping techniques on dynamic balance and the perception of stability provided by taping. Therefore, the purpose of our study was to examine the effect of ankle taping on dynamic stability, as well as the participant’s perception of stability during barefoot and taped testing conditions. We hypothesized that ankle taping will improve dynamic balance indices and provide a perception of increased stability.  
METHODS 
Participants 21 physically active subjects [12 females (age = 20.33 ± 1.44 years, height = 165 ± 0.05 cm, mass = 68.76 ± 12.69 kg) and 9 males (age   = 
21.33 ± 1.66 years, height = 180 ± 0.10 cm, mass = 86.54 ± 9.46 kg)] participated in this study. Subjects did not have a history of severe injury to the ankle and were free from lower extremity injury for at least 6 months prior to testing. Subjects for this study also did not have a history of vestibular or balance disorders. All subjects signed an informed consent document approved by the university’s institutional review board.  
Ankle Appliance Application Procedures Overall stability and perception of stability were assessed barefoot and with the ankle taped. Ankle taping was performed by the same investigator for all trials using a standard preventive tape application commonly used by athletic trainers as described by Arnheim including QDA tape adherent (Cramer Products, Inc., Gardner, KS), 3” x 3” lubricated heel and lace padding (Mueller Sports Medicine, Inc., Praire du Sac, WI), 2 ¾” MWrap foam prewrap (Mueller Sports Medicine, Inc., Praire du Sac, WI), and a taping procedure using 1 ½ inch Zonas tape (Johnson & Johnson, New Brunswick, NJ) consisting of two anchors on the calf, three stirrups pulled from the medial to lateral side of the anchors, close downs around the calf, horseshoes covering the talocrural joint, two heel locks per side and two figures of eight.22  
Stability Testing Procedures The Biodex Balance System SD (Biodex Medical, Shirley, NY) was used to measure each subject’s overall stability index, which represents the variance of foot platform displacement in degrees in all motions during a test. Balance was assessed using the Postural Stability Test which emphasizes a subject’s ability to maintain their center of balance. Dynamic balance was assessed in a stork stance during three 20 second trials at stability level 4 which allows for 20° of platform tilt in all directions. Between each trial, 30 seconds of rest was provided. During testing sessions, the display screen that provides the location of center of balance was covered  to  eliminate  visual  feedback  to the 
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participants. The mean of the three trials of the stability index scores for medial-lateral and anterior-posterior were used for statistical analysis. Lower stability index scores indicate increased stability.  
Perception of Stability Assessment Participant perception of stability was assessed using a 4-point Likert scale (1= very unstable, 4 = very stable) following each test session. The use of a 4-point Likert scale has been shown to be a valid and reliable assessment tool.23 Participants were asked to mark the level of stability they perceived based on how steady and controlled they felt during the balance test. Participants were blinded from their previous response to prevent the score of the prior test from influencing their response to the testing of each independent variable.  
Test Procedures Assignment of the independent variables was counter-balanced to minimize the effects of fatigue associated with the testing procedures. All testing was performed on the participant’s non-dominant leg. Determination of the participant’s non- dominant leg was made by asking what leg they would kick a soccer ball with, and testing the leg not identified as the kicking leg. Prior to testing, participants were familiarized with the balance device and provided practice sessions on the testing procedures to decrease the chance of a learning effect occurring during testing. Participants were provided a 15-minute rest period after the practice sessions. Following the rest period, participants completed the postural stability test in either the barefoot or taped condition. Following the test with the first independent variable, the participant was provided a 15- minute rest period prior to the testing of the second independent variable. Testing of the independent variables was counter-balanced between participants. 
Statistical Analysis A 2 (sex) x 2 (condition) repeated measures analysis of variance was used to analyze the difference between barefoot and ankle tape conditions on anterior-posterior and medial- lateral dynamic stability indices. A Bonferroni post hoc test was used for all paired comparisons. Subject perception of stability during dynamic balance testing was analyzed using the Wilcoxon signed ranks test. All tests of significance were carried out at an alpha level of p < 0.05. Statistical procedures were performed using the SPSS Statistics package (v 24.0).  
RESULTS 
Dynamic Stability Measures Means and standard deviations for overall stability, anterior-posterior stability, and medial-lateral stability by condition (barefoot, taped) and sex are presented in Table 1. A statistically significant interaction effect between gender and anterior-posterior and medial-lateral stability (F1,38 = 0.24, p = 0.63) was not found. A statistically significant main effect for gender was also not found (F1,38 = 0.03, p = 0.87). An interaction effect between stability and condition (barefoot and taped) was not found (F1,38 = 0.13, p = 0.72). A main effect for condition (F1,38 = 0.15, p = 0.70) was not found. A significant main effect was found between anterior-posterior and medial- lateral stability indices (F1,38 = 5.41, p = 0.03) with the medial-lateral stability index (1.23  0.67) demonstrating greater stability than the anterior-posterior stability index (1.60  0.98) regardless of condition.   Anterior-Posterior Medial-Lateral Barefoot Taped Barefoot Taped 
Male 1.60±0.78 1.72±1.16 1.17±0.44 1.22±0.66 
Female 1.78±1.27 1.34±0.62 1.29±0.76 1.20±0.79 
Total 1.70±1.07 1.50±0.89 1.24±0.63 1.21±0.72 
Table 1. Mean ±SD for anterior-posterior and medial- lateral stability index scores.  
Perception of Stability Means and standard deviations for perception of stability by condition are presented in Table  2.  A  statistically  significant difference 
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was found between the barefoot and taped condition (Z = -3.578, p = 0.000). Comparison of perceived stability scores indicate that participants identified the taped condition as more stable than the barefoot condition.     
Table 2. Mean ±SD  scores  for  Perception  of  Stability (1 = very unstable, 4 = very stable) *Ankle tape was significantly different from the barefoot conditions at the p<0.05 level  
DISCUSSION The purpose of this study was to determine if taping of the ankle affected stability and if there was a difference in the perception of stability between the barefoot and ankle tape conditions. Results from the current study indicate that ankle taping had no effect on dynamic stability indices in healthy individuals. Participant perception of stability indicates that ankle tape does provide an increased sense of stabilization.  The exact mechanisms of how ankle taping may provide an increase in stability is not fully understood, with both mechanical and proprioceptive effects being proposed. The mechanical effects of taping have been well documented. Several studies have demonstrated a decrease in the amount of inversion and plantar flexion in the ankle following the application of tape.4,5,7-10 The current study did not specifically examine the mechanical aspect of taping. A review of the mean stability indices does show a slight improvement in medial-lateral and anterior- posterior stability for the taped condition (1.21    ±    0.72,    1.50     ±  0.89  respectively) compared to barefoot (1.24 ± 0.63, 1.70  ± 1.07 respectively). The lack of a statistically significant difference between barefoot and tape in the current study do not support the use of ankle taping to improve stability in individuals without an ankle injury. In a similar study to ours, Kinzey et al. did not find 
significant differences between braced and control conditions in total sway, AP sway, or ML sway while performing a stork stance on a foam cushion placed on top of a force plate.18  Proprioceptive changes due to taping and bracing are thought to be caused by increased activation of the cutaneous afferent receptors in the ankle region. Although the current study did not specifically examine common measures for proprioception, balance is a component of proprioception and a brief discussion of the current findings to studies of proprioception is warranted. Jerosch et al. did not find a difference in inversion reproduction sense following the application of ankle tape in injured and uninjured ankles.13 Refshauge et al. did not find a significant difference in movement perception into plantarflexion and dorsiflexion between taped and untaped conditions.15 The lack of a significant difference in the anterior-posterior and medial-lateral stability indicies between the barefoot and taped conditions in our study is comparable to the findings of Refshauge et al. In contrast to the findings that prophylactic ankle support does not improve proprioception in the ankle, Heit et al. did find an improvement in joint reproduction sense in healthy individuals for a taped condition when compared to the control condition.12 The results of our study, however, found that the medial-lateral and anterior-posterior stability indices for the dynamic balance test did not differ significantly between the barefoot or tape condition. The findings of our study and those of Jerosch et al. and Refshauge et al. would seem to indicate that prophylactic ankle supports do not improve nor decrease proprioception of the ankle in healthy subjects.13,15  The findings of the current study indicate that although there is no effect on dynamic stability measures, there is a perception that taping does cause improved stability of the ankle. Perception of stability results indicate that participants felt more stable with the tape (3.32 ± 0.67) than the barefoot condition (2.57 
 Perception of Stability Barefoot Taped 
Male 2.67±0.71 3.67±0.50 
Female 2.50±0.52 3.17±0.72 
Total 2.57±0.60 3.32±0.67*  
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± 0.60) on the perception of stability question measured using a 4-point Likert scale. In a qualitative study analyzing the perception of ankle taping in collegiate athletes, it was found that taping resulted in feelings of increased confidence and decreased anxiety that an injury or reinjury would occur.21 Delahunt et al. examined the effects of a lateral subtalar sling and fibular repositioning tape application on dynamic balance and the perception of balance.17 Results from their study did not find a significant improvement in dynamic balance for either tape condition, but subjects did report an increased perception of stability with both tape conditions. The findings of our investigation are in agreement with the findings that taping does not affect dynamic stability in healthy individuals, but that there is a perception that tape provides an increase in stabilization of the ankle.  
LIMITATIONS The current study only assessed dynamic balance and perception of stability immediately following application of tape to the ankle. Tape has been shown be less effective at limiting range of motion following exercise which may affect perception of stability following activity in a taped condition.24 An additional limitation of this study was that only perception of stability was assessed. Additional measures similar to those used by Sawkins et al. and Delahunt et al., perception of confidence and reassurance, may provide a more complete understanding of the perceived effects of common ankle taping procedures.19,17  
FUTURE RESEARCH There is a need for additional research on the effects of tape on actual and perceived stability. Future research should be directed towards assessing actual and perceived dynamic stability following an exercise protocol that simulates sport activities. As noted previously, tape has been found to be less effective at limiting motion of the ankle joint following exercise. Examining actual and 
perceived stability following exercise should provide a more complete picture of the efficacy of taping in the prevention of ankle injury.  
CONCLUSSION In conclusion, the use of ankle taping had no influence on either medial-lateral or anterior- posterior stability measures in this study. Ankle taping, however, did cause an increase in the perception of stability. These findings suggest that ankle taping has more of a placebo effect in uninjured ankles. The results from this study may assist athletic trainers in the decision to use tape for preventative measures. Although previous research has demonstrated that ankle taping does limit the amount of inversion and plantarflexion, the role of proprioception in ankle stability and the effect of taping on dynamic balance is questionable. Given that a placebo effect was demonstrated by the increased perception of stability with the taped condition, an individual’s perception of improved stability should be a component in the decision to use prophylactic ankle support on uninjured ankles.  
REFERENCES 1. Fong DT, Hong Y, Chan LK, Yung PS, Chan KM. A systematic review on ankle injury and ankle sprains in sports. Sports Med. 2007; 37:73-94. DOI. 10.1007/978-3-319-15735-1_27. 2. McKay GD, Goldie PA, Payne WR, Oakes BW. Ankle injuries in basketball: injury rate and risk factors. Br J of 
Sport Med. 2001; 35:103-108. DOI. 10.1136/bjsm.35.2.103. 3. Hootman JM, Dick R, Agel J. Epidemiology of collegiate injuries for 15 sports: summary and recommendations for injury prevention initiatives. J Athl Train. 2007; 42(2):311-319. 4. Verhagen E, van der Beek AJ, van Mechelen W. The effect of tape, braces, and shoes on ankle range of motion. 
Sports Med. 2001;31(9):667-677. DOI. 10.2165/00007256-200131090-00003. 5. Vaes P, De Boeck H, Handelberg F, Opdecam P. Comparative radiological study of the influence of ankle joint strapping and taping on ankle stability. J Orthop 
Sports Phys Ther. 1985;7(3):110-114. DOI. 10.2519/jospt.1985.7.3.110. 6. Hertel J. Functional anatomy, pathomechanics, and pathophysiology of lateral ankle instability. J Athl Train. 2002; 37(4):364-375. 7. Lohrer H, Alt W, Gollhofer A. Neuromuscular properties and functional aspects of taped ankles. Am J Sport Med. 1999; 27(1):69-75. DOI. 10.1177/03635465990270012001.  
5
Gear and Lundstrom: Ankle Taping Effect on Balance
Published by ScholarWorks@BGSU, 2018
Journal of Sports Medicine and Allied Health Science | Vol. 4 | Issue. 2 | Fall 2018  
8. Manfroy PP, Ashton-Miller JA, Wojyts EM. The effect of exercise, prewrap, and athletic tape on the maximal active and passive resistance to ankle inversion. Am J 
Sport Med. 1997; 25(2):156-163. DOI. 10.1177/036354659702500203. 9. Ricard MD, Sherwood SM, Schulthies SS, Knight KL. Effect of tape and exercise on dynamic ankle inversion. 
J Athl Train. 2000;35(1):31-37 10. Elis E, Imberge S, Völker K, Rosenbaum D. Passive stability characteristics of ankle braces and taped in simulated barefoot and shod conditions. Am J of Sport 
Med. 2007; 35(2):282-287. DOI. 10.1177/0363546506294471. 11. Feuerback JW, Grabiner MA, Koh TJ Weiker GG. Effect of an ankle orthosis and ankle ligament anesthesia on ankle joint proprioception. Am J Sport Med. 1994; 22:223-229. DOI. 10.1177/036354659402200212. 12. Heit EJ, Lephardt SM, Rozzi SL. The effect of ankle bracing and taping on joint position sense in the stable ankle. J Sport Rehabil. 1996; 5:206-213. 10.1123/jsr.5.3.206. 13. Jerosch J, Hoffstetter I, Bork H, Bischof M. The influence of orthoses on the proprioception of the ankle joint. 
Knee Surg, Sports Traumatol, Arthroscopy. 1995; 3:39- 46. 10.1007/bf01553524. 14. Halseth T, McChesney JW, Debeliso M, Vaughn R, Lien J. The effect of kinesio™ taping on proprioception at the ankle. J Sports Sci Med. 2004; 3:1-7. 15. Refshauge KM, Kilbreath SL, Raymond J. The effect of recurrent ankle inversion sprain and taping on proprioception at the ankle. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2000; 32(1):10-15. DOI. 10.1097/00005768-200001000-00003. 
16. Abián-Vicén J, Alegre LM, Fernández-Rodríguez JM, Lara AJ, Meana M, Aguado X. Ankle taping does not impair performance in jump or balance tests. J Sports 
Sci Med. 2008; 7:350-356. 17. Delahunt E, McGrath A, Doran N, Coughlan GF. Effect of taping on actual and perceived dynamic postural stability in persons with chronic ankle instability. Arch 
Phys Med Rehabil. 2010; 91:1383-1389. 10.1016/j.yspm.2010.12.011.  18. Kinzey SJ, Ingersoll CD, Knight KL. The effect of selected ankle appliances on postural control. J Athl Train. 1997;32:300-303. 19. Sawkins K, Refshauge K, Kilbreath S, Raymond J. The placebo effect of ankle taping in ankle stability. Med Sci 
Sports Exerc. 2007;39(5):781-787. DOI. 10.1249/mss.0b013e3180337371.  20. Tropp H, Ekstrand J, Gillquist J. Factors affecting stabilometry recordings of single leg stance. Am J Sports 
Med. 1984;12:185-188. DOI. 10.1177/036354658401200302 21. Hunt E, Short S. Collegiate athletes’ perceptions of adhesive ankle taping: a qualitative analysis. J Sports 
Rehabil. 2006; 15:280-298. DOI. 10.1123/jsr.15.4.280.  22. Arnheim DD, Prentice WE. Principles of Athletic 
Training. 10th Ed. Boston, MA: McGraw Hill; 2000: 200- 201. 23. Chang L. A psychometric evaluation of 4-point and 6- point likert-type scales in relation to reliability and validity. Appl Psychol Meas. 1994; 18(3):205-215. DOI. 10.1177/014662169401800302.  24. Cordova ML, Ingersoll CD, LeBlanc MJ. Influence of ankle support on joint range of motion before and after exercise: a meta-analysis. J Orthop Sports Phys Ther. 2000; 30(4):170-182. DOI. 10.2519/jospt.2000.30.4.170.  
6
Journal of Sports Medicine and Allied Health Sciences: Official Journal of the Ohio Athletic Trainers Association, Vol. 4, Iss. 2 [2018], Art. 2
https://scholarworks.bgsu.edu/jsmahs/vol4/iss2/2
DOI: 10.25035/jsmahs.04.02.02
